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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Erickson et al (US 3,209,707). 

Erickson et al discloses a trolley system or a method for positioning the door of a 
railway box car to cover or uncover an opening in a wall of the elevator comprising an 
upper track (98) mounted upon the railway box car; an upper trolley (140) having a body 
with at least one roller (146) rotatably secured therein and is adapted to , wherein the at 
least one roller of the upper trolley (140) is adapted to support the weight of the door 
and wherein the at least one roller rests upon the upper track (98); a safety plate (96) as 
shown in figs. 10-1 1 connected to the railway box car and positioned above and 
adjacent to the at least one roller of the upper trolley , wherein the plate physically limits 
the vertical movement of the roller in the upper trolley to prevent derailment of the upper 
trolley roller from the upper track, see col 5, lines 41-47. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 6, 8-9, 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Erickson et al (US 3,209,707) in view of Harris (US 838,710). 
Erickson et al discloses all of the features as discloses above but does not disclose a 
lower guide which directs the travel of a door along a path. The general concept of 
providing a lower guide or a trolley with rollers which directs the travel of a door along a 
path in a door system is well known in the art as illustrated by Harris which disclose the 
teaching of a lower guide (42) or a trolley (36) which directs the travel of a door along a 
path. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Erickson et al to include the use of a lower guide or a trolley with 
rollers which directs the travel of a door along a path in his advantageous trolley system 
as taught by Harris in order to facilitate travel of the door thus preventing vibration. 

5. Claims 10-17, 19, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Erickson et al (US 3,209,707) and Harris and further in view of Ross, Jr. et al (Re. 
28,443). 

Erickson et al and Harris disclose all of the features as discloses above but does not 
disclose a lower guide which is a trolley with rollers which directs the travel of a door 
along a path. The general concept of providing a lower guide or a trolley with rollers 
which directs the travel of a door along a path in a door system is well known in the art 
as illustrated by Ross, Jr. et al which disclose the teaching of a lower guide (42) or a 
trolley (36) which directs the travel of a door along a path. It would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify- E-rickson et al and 
Harris to include the use of a lower guide or a trolley with rollers which directs the travel 
of a door along a path in his advantageous trolley system as taught by Ross Jr et al in 
order to facilitate travel of the door thus preventing vibration. 

6. Claims 1 -2, 6, 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 

over Hass (US 4,564,087) in view of Ross, Jr. et al (28,443). 

Hass discloses a trolley system for positioning the door of an elevator to cover 

or uncover an opening in a wall of the elevator comprising an upper track (4.1) mounted 

upon the elevator; an upper trolley (12) having a body with at least one roller (14) 

rotatably secured therein and is adapted to , wherein the at least one roller of the upper 

trolley is adapted to support the weight of the door and wherein the at least one roller 

rests upon the upper track (4.1); a safety plate (4.3) as shown in fig. 3 connected to the 

railway box car and positioned above and adjacent to the at least one roller of the upper 

trolley , wherein the plate physically limits the vertical movement of the roller in the 

upper trolley to prevent derailment of the upper trolley roller from the upper track. 

Hass teaches all of the features as disclosed above but does not disclose a trolley 
system in a railway boxcar. The general concept of providing a trolley system in a 
railway box car application is well known in the art as illustrated by Mayfield et al which 
discloses the teaching of a trolley (48) to close the door opening of a box car. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Hass to include the use of a trolley system in his advantageous railway box car as 
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taught by Mayfield et al in order to allow safe sliding of the door while preventing 
derailment of the door. 

7. Claims 8-17, 19, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hass (US 4,564,087) in view of Ross, Jr. et al (Re. 28,443). 

Hass discloses all of the features as discloses above but does not disclose a lower 
guide or a trolley with rollers which directs the travel of a door along a path. The 
general concept of providing a lower guide or a trolley with rollers which directs the 
travel of a door along a path in a door system is well known in the art as illustrated by 
Ross, Jr. et al which disclose the teaching of a lower guide (42) or a trolley (36) which 
directs the travel of a door along a path. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Hass to include the use of a lower 
guide or a trolley with rollers which directs the travel of a door along a path in his 
advantageous trolley system as taught by Ross Jr et al in order to facilitate travel of the 
door thus preventing vibration. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hass (US 
4,564,087) and Ross, Jr. et al (Re. 28,443), as applied to claim 7 and further in view of 
Shaver et al (US 3,768,422). 

Hass and Ross, Jr et al teach all the limitations of claim 7 except for a trolley system 
comprising a plate which extending to generally enclosed the upper trolley to act as a 
safety shield. The general concept of providing a plate which extending to generally 
enclosed the upper trolley to act as a safety shield in a door assembly is well known in 
the art as illustrated by Shaver et al which disclose the teaching of a plate (43) which 
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extending to generally enclosed the upper trolley (28) to act as a safety shields It would- 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Hass and Ross, Jr et al to include the use of a plate which extending to generally 
enclosed the upper trolley to act as a safety shield in his advantageous trolley system 
as taught by Shaver et al in order to increase safety in the trolley system. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 03/1 6/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Dohring et al are cited to show related sliding door comprising 
lower guide track. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz F. Jules whose telephone number is (703) 272- 
6681 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph S. Morano can be reached on (703) 272-6684. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the - 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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